
































IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF UTAH

Northern Division for the District of Utah

CYNTHIA A. ZOLLINGER, SCHEDULING ORDER

                               Plaintiff,       Case No. 1:05-CV-145 DB 

      vs.  District Judge Dee Benson

BRIDGERLAND APPLIED

TECHNOLOGY COLLEGE, et al.,

                                Defendant.   

Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 16(b), the Magistrate Judge  received the Attorneys’1

Planning Report filed by counsel.  The following matters are scheduled.  The  times and

deadlines set forth herein may not be modified without the approval of the Court and on a

showing of good cause.

**ALL TIMES 4:30 PM UNLESS INDICATED**

1. PRELIMINARY MATTERS DATE

Nature of claim(s) and any affirmative defenses:

a. Was Rule 26(f)(1) Conference held? Yes

b. Has Attorney Planning Meeting Form been submitted? Yes

c. Was 26(a)(1) initial disclosure completed? 9/1/06

2. DISCOVERY LIMITATIONS NUMBER

a. Maximum Number of Depositions by Plaintiff(s) 10

b. Maximum Number of Depositions by Defendant(s) 10

c. Maximum Number of Hours for Each Deposition
(unless extended by agreement of parties)

7

d. Maximum Interrogatories by any Party to any Party 30

e. Maximum requests for admissions by any Party to any Party 50

f. Maximum requests for production by any Party to any

Party

30



 DATE

3. AMENDMENT OF PLEADINGS/ADDING PARTIES2

a. Last Day to File Motion to Amend Pleadings 12/1/06

b. Last Day to File  Motion to Add Parties 12/1/06

4. RULE 26(a)(2) REPORTS FROM EXPERTS3

a. Plaintiff 2/9/07

b. Defendant 2/23/07

c. Counter Reports

5. OTHER DEADLINES

a.         Discovery to be completed by:

            Fact discovery 1/31/07

            Expert discovery 3/30/07

b. (optional) Final date for supplementation of disclosures and

discovery under Rule 26 (e)

c.          Deadline for filing dispositive or potentially dispositive  

             motions 3/30/07

6. SETTLEMENT/ ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION

a. Referral to Court-Annexed Mediation No

b. Referral to Court-Annexed Arbitration No

c. Evaluate case for Settlement/ADR on 3/30/07

d. Settlement probability:

7. TRIAL AND PREPARATION FOR TRIAL:                            

a. Rule 26(a)(3) Pretrial Disclosures  4

Plaintiffs 6/29/07

Defendants 7/13/07

b. Objections to Rule 26(a)(3) Disclosures     

(if different than 14 days provided in Rule)

c. Special Attorney Conference  on or before 7/27/075

d. Settlement Conference  on or before 8/10/076

e. Final Pretrial Conference 2:30 p.m. 8/24/07



1. The Magistrate Judge completed Initial Pretrial Scheduling under DUCivR 16-1(b) and DUCivR 72-

2(a)(5).  The name of the Magistrate Judge who completed this order should NOT appear on the caption of future

pleadings, unless the case is separately referred to that Magistrate Judge.  A separate order may refer this case to a

Magistrate Judge under DUCivR 72-2 (b) and 28 USC 636 (b)(1)(A) or DUCivR 72-2 (c) and 28 USC 636

(b)(1)(B).  The name of any Magistrate Judge to whom the matter is referred under DUCivR 72-2 (b) or (c) should

appear on the caption as required under DUCivR10-1(a).

2. Counsel must still comply with the requirements of Fed. R. Civ. P. 15(a).

3. A party shall disclose the identity of each testifying expert and the subject of each such expert’s testimony

at least 60 days before the deadline for expert reports from that party.  This disclosure shall be made even if the

testifying expert is an employee from whom a report is not required.

4. Any demonstrative exhibits or animations must be disclosed and exchanged with the 26(a)(3) disclosures.

5. The Special Attorneys Conference does not involve the Court.  Counsel will agree on voir dire questions, 

jury instructions, a pre-trial order and discuss the presentation of the case.  Witnesses will be scheduled to avoid

gaps and disruptions.  Exhibits will be marked in a way that does not result in duplication of documents.  Any

special equipment or courtroom arrangement requirements will be included in the pre-trial order.

6. Counsel must ensure that a person or representative with full settlement authority or otherwise authorized to

make decisions regarding settlement is available in person or by telephone during the Settlement Conference. 
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f.      Trial Length Time Date

i.  Bench Trial

ii.  Jury Trial 4 Days 8:30 a.m. 9/4/07

8. OTHER MATTERS:

Counsel should contact chambers staff of the District Judge regarding

Daubert and Markman motions to determine the desired process for

filing and hearing of such motions.  All such motions, including Motions

in Limine should be filed well in advance of the Final Pre Trial.  Unless

otherwise directed by the court, any challenge to the qualifications of an

expert or the reliability of expert testimony under Daubert must be raised

by written motion before the final pre-trial conference.

Dated this 17th day of August, 2006.

BY THE COURT:

______________________________

David Nuffer

          U.S. Magistrate Judge



________________________________________________________________
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF UTAH, CENTRAL DIVISION

________________________________________________________________

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, :
:   ORDER ON MOTION TO EXTEND 

PLAINTIFF, : MOTIONS CUT OFF DATE

VS. :
:   CASE NO. 1:06-cr-00054-PGC

ANGEL CAMACHO-SAGASTE, :
:  JUDGE PAUL G. CASSELL

DEFENDANT. :
________________________________________________________________

On Motion of Defendant, and good cause appearing,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the July 26, 2006, motion

deadline in the above-captioned proceeding is stricken and is

reset for August 31, 2006.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the trial date of August 21,

2006, in the above-captioned proceeding shall be and is hereby

VACATED. A Status/Change of Plea hearing is set for September 8th

at 11:00 a.m.  

The intervening time between August 21, 2006, and the

status/change of plea hearing date shall be excluded under the

Speedy Trial Act, 18 U.S.C. §§ 3161 (h)(8)(A), & (h)(8)(B)(i),

(ii)(“[a]ny period of delay resulting from a continuance

granted... at the request of a defendant or his counsel ...”),

based, inter alia, on the court’s finding that the ends of

justice served by granting the continuance outweigh the best

http://www.westlaw.com/find/default.wl?rs=CLWP3.0&vr=2.0&cite=18+USCA+ss+3161


interest of the public and the defendant in a speedy trial, the

additional time necessary to allow for adequate preparation.

Dated this 17  day of  August , 2006.th

BY THE COURT:

________________________

PAUL G. CASSELL 

U.S. District Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

 

DISTRICT OF UTAH, CENTRAL DIVISION 

 

  

OHIO NATIONAL LIFE ASSURANCE 

CORPORATION, an Ohio corporation 

ORDER GRANTING STIPULATION 

FOR EXTENSION OF DEADLINE TO 

FILE PRETRIAL DISCLOSURES 

Plaintiff and Counterclaim 

Defendant, 

 

  

vs.  

 Magistrate Judge David Nuffer 

DAVID J. MORRIS, M.D.  

 Case No. 2:03CV00496 TS 

Defendant and Counterclaim 

Plaintiff. 

 

  

 

 

 Based upon the stipulation of the parties, and good cause appearing therefor, the Court 

orders that the defendant shall have an additional ten days, or until August 25, 2006, to file his 

pretrial disclosures. 

 DATED this 16th day of August, 2006. 

      BY THE COURT: 

 

 __________________________________________ 

      David Nuffer 

      United States Magistrate Judge 



















IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF UTAH

Central Division for the District of Utah

MIKE ANDRUS, SCHEDULING ORDER

                               Plaintiff,       Case No. 2:04-CV-1001 DAK 

      vs.  District Judge Dale A. Kimball

HURRICANE CITY, et al.,  Magistrate Judge David Nuffer

                                Defendant.   

Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 16(b), the Magistrate Judge  received the Attorneys’1

Planning Report filed by counsel.  The following matters are scheduled.  The  times and

deadlines set forth herein may not be modified without the approval of the Court and on a

showing of good cause.

**ALL TIMES 4:30 PM UNLESS INDICATED**

1. PRELIMINARY MATTERS DATE

Nature of claim(s) and any affirmative defenses:

a. Was Rule 26(f)(1) Conference held? No

b. Has Attorney Planning Meeting Form been submitted? No

c. Was 26(a)(1) initial disclosure completed? 9/1/06

2. DISCOVERY LIMITATIONS NUMBER

a. Maximum Number of Depositions by Plaintiff(s) 15

b. Maximum Number of Depositions by Defendant(s) 10

c. Maximum Number of Hours for Each Deposition
(unless extended by agreement of parties)

4

d. Maximum Interrogatories by any Party to any Party 25

e. Maximum requests for admissions by any Party to any Party 25

f. Maximum requests for production by any Party to any

Party

25



3. AMENDMENT OF PLEADINGS/ADDING PARTIES2

a. Last Day to File Motion to Amend Pleadings 10/1/06

b. Last Day to File  Motion to Add Parties 10/1/06

4. RULE 26(a)(2) REPORTS FROM EXPERTS3

a. Plaintiff 10/31/06

b. Defendant 11/30/06

c. Counter Reports

5. OTHER DEADLINES

a.         Discovery to be completed by:

            Fact discovery 1/28/07

            Expert discovery 12/31/06

b. (optional) Final date for supplementation of disclosures and

discovery under Rule 26 (e) 60 Days

Prior to

Trial

c.          Deadline for filing dispositive or potentially dispositive  

             motions 3/31/07

6. SETTLEMENT/ ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION

a. Referral to Court-Annexed Mediation Yes

b. Referral to Court-Annexed Arbitration No

c. Evaluate case for Settlement/ADR on 2/15/07

d. Settlement probability:

7. TRIAL AND PREPARATION FOR TRIAL:                            

a. Rule 26(a)(3) Pretrial Disclosures  4

Plaintiffs 7/20/07

Defendants 8/3/07

b. Objections to Rule 26(a)(3) Disclosures     

(if different than 14 days provided in Rule)

DATE

c. Special Attorney Conference  on or before 8/17/075

d. Settlement Conference  on or before6



1. The Magistrate Judge completed Initial Pretrial Scheduling under DUCivR 16-1(b) and DUCivR 72-

2(a)(5).  The name of the Magistrate Judge who completed this order should NOT appear on the caption of future

pleadings, unless the case is separately referred to that Magistrate Judge.  A separate order may refer this case to a

Magistrate Judge under DUCivR 72-2 (b) and 28 USC 636 (b)(1)(A) or DUCivR 72-2 (c) and 28 USC 636

(b)(1)(B).  The name of any Magistrate Judge to whom the matter is referred under DUCivR 72-2 (b) or (c) should

appear on the caption as required under DUCivR10-1(a).

2. Counsel must still comply with the requirements of Fed. R. Civ. P. 15(a).

3. A party shall disclose the identity of each testifying expert and the subject of each such expert’s testimony

at least 60 days before the deadline for expert reports from that party.  This disclosure shall be made even if the

testifying expert is an employee from whom a report is not required.

4. Any demonstrative exhibits or animations must be disclosed and exchanged with the 26(a)(3) disclosures.

5. The Special Attorneys Conference does not involve the Court.  Counsel will agree on voir dire questions, 

jury instructions, a pre-trial order and discuss the presentation of the case.  Witnesses will be scheduled to avoid

gaps and disruptions.  Exhibits will be marked in a way that does not result in duplication of documents.  Any

special equipment or courtroom arrangement requirements will be included in the pre-trial order.

6. Counsel must ensure that a person or representative with full settlement authority or otherwise authorized to

make decisions regarding settlement is available in person or by telephone during the Settlement Conference. 
S:\IPT\2006\Andrus v Hurricane   204cv1001DAK  081606 asb.wpd

e. Final Pretrial Conference 2:30 p.m. 8/31/07

f.      Trial Length Time Date

i.  Bench Trial 5 Days 8:30 a.m. 9/10/07

ii.  Jury Trial

8. OTHER MATTERS:

Counsel should contact chambers staff of the District Judge regarding

Daubert and Markman motions to determine the desired process for

filing and hearing of such motions.  All such motions, including Motions

in Limine should be filed well in advance of the Final Pre Trial.  Unless

otherwise directed by the court, any challenge to the qualifications of an

expert or the reliability of expert testimony under Daubert must be raised

by written motion before the final pre-trial conference.

Dated this 17 day of August, 2006.

BY THE COURT:

______________________________

David Nuffer

          U.S. Magistrate Judge



















































APRIL L. HOLLINGSWORTH (Bar No. 9391)

ERIK STRINDBERG (Bar No. 4154)

STRINDBERG & SCHOLNICK, LLC

426 North 300 West

Salt Lake City, Utah 84103

Telephone: 801-359-4169

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jennifer Richards

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF UTAH, CENTRAL DIVISION

JENNIFER RICHARDS,

Plaintiff,

vs.

CONVERGYS CORPORATION,

Defendant.

__________________________________

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT

OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION

              Plaintiff

vs.

CONVERGYS CORPORATION,

             Defendant

PROPOSED ORDER GRANTING

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR

EXTENSION OF TIME TO

CONDUCT DISCOVERY

Case No. 2:05 CV00790 DAK

(consolidated with 2:05 CV00812)

Judge Dale A. Kimball

Based on the Plaintiffs’ Motion to Extend Time to Conduct Discovery, and good cause

appearing therefore,  IT IS ORDERED that the deadline for discovery in this case is extended for

three months, to December 15, 2006.



2

DATED August 17th, 2006.

                                                         

Judge Dale A. Kimball

United States District Court Judge



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF UTAH 

CENTRAL DIVISION 

IDAHO TECHNOLOGY, INC., and 

UNIVERSITY OF UTAH RESEARCH 

FOUNDATION, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

CEPHEID, 

Defendant. 

CEPHEID, 

Counterclaimant, 

vs. 

IDAHO TECHNOLOGY, INC., and 

UNIVERSITY OF UTAH RESEARCH 

FOUNDATION, 

Counterclaim Defendants. 

SCHEDULING ORDER 

Civil No. 2:05CV01063 TS 

The Honorable Judge Ted Stewart 

Magistrate Judge Samuel Alba 

 

 Pursuant to Fed.R. Civ P. 16(b), the Magistrate Judge received the Attorneys’ Planning 

Report filed by counsel.  Counsel also submitted a draft scheduling order which is greatly 

appreciated.  The following matters are scheduled.  The times and deadlines set forth herein may 

not be modified without the approval of the Court and on a showing of good cause. 

 IT IS ORDERED that no Initial Pretrial Hearing shall be set in this matter. 

**ALL TIMES 4:30 PM UNLESS INDICATED** 

 

1.  PRELIMINARY MATTERS  DATE 

 a. Was Rule 26(f)(1) Conference held? Yes 08/10/06 

 b. Has Attorney Planning Meeting Form been submitted? Yes 08/14/06 

 c. Was 26(a)(1) initial disclosure completed? No 09/01/06 

 



2.  DISCOVERY LIMITATIONS  NUMBER 

 a. Maximum Number of Depositions by Plaintiff(s)  15 

 b. Maximum Number of Depositions by Defendant(s)  15 

 c. Maximum Number of Hours for Each Deposition 

(unless extended by agreement of parties) 

 7 

 d. Maximum Interrogatories by any Party to any Party  35 

 e. Maximum requests for admissions by any Party to any 

Party (excluding those re authentication of documents) 

 50 

 f. Maximum requests for production by any Party to any 

Party 

 Unlimited 

 

3.  AMENDMENT OF PLEADINGS/ADDING PARTIES
1
 DATE 

 a. Last Day to File Motion to Amend Pleadings  02/05/07 

 b. Last Day to File  Motion to Add Parties  02/05/07 

 

4.  RULE 26(a)(2) REPORTS FROM EXPERTS
2
  DATE 

 a. Issues on which parties have burden of proof  07/17/07 

 b. Rebuttal reports  08/13/07 

 c. Surrebuttal reports  08/24/07 

 

5.  OTHER DEADLINES  DATE 

 a. Discovery to be completed by:   

  Fact discovery  07/13/07 

  Expert discovery  09/07/07 

 b. (optional) Final date for supplementation of disclosures 

and discovery under Rule 26 (e) 

 N/A 

 c. Deadline for filing dispositive or potentially dispositive 

motions 

 09/11/07 



 

6.  SETTLEMENT/ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION DATE 

 a. Referral to Court-Annexed Mediation: No  

 b. Referral to Court-Annexed Arbitration No  

 c. Evaluate case for Settlement/ADR on  06/20/07 

 d. Settlement probability:  Fair 

 

7.  TRIAL AND PREPARATION FOR TRIAL TIME DATE 

 a. Rule 26(a)(3) Pretrial Disclosures
3
   

  Plaintiff  12/7/07 

  Defendant  12/21/07 

 b. Objections to Rule 26(a)(3) Disclosures       

(if different than 14 days provided in Rule) 

 As per rules 

 c. Special Attorney Conference
4
 on or before  1/4/08 

 d. Settlement Conference
5
 on or before  1/18/08 

 e. Final Pretrial Conference  2:30 p.m. 2/1/08 

 f. Jury Trial    10 days 8:30 a.m. 2/11/08 

 

8.  OTHER MATTERS   

 a. 
Counsel should contact chambers staff of the District Judge regarding Daubert and 

motions to determine the desired process for filing and hearing of such motions.  All 

such motions, including Motions in Limine should be filed well in advance of the Final 

Pre Trial.  Unless otherwise directed by the court, any challenge to the qualifications of 

an expert or the reliability of expert testimony under Daubert must be raised by written 

motion before the final pre-trial conference. 

 b. Infringement & Invalidity Claim Charts  

  Plaintiffs’ Preliminary Infringement List (as per Report ¶3(a)) 09/01/06 

  Defendant’s Accused Device Production (as per Report ¶3(b)) 09/25/06 

  Plaintiffs’ Initial Infringement Claim Chart (as per Report ¶3(c)) 10/25/06 

  Defendant’s Initial Prior Art Claim Chart (as per Report ¶3(d)) 11/30/06 



  
Defendant’s Responsive Claim Chart as to Infringement  

(as per Report ¶3(e)) 
11/30/06 

  
Plaintiffs’ Responsive Claim Chart as to Prior Art  

(as per Report ¶3(f)) 
01/02/07 

  Plaintiffs’ Doctrine of Equivalents Statement (as per Report ¶3(g)) 01/02/07 

 c. Markman Procedures  

  Plaintiffs’ Opening Claim Construction Brief and Supporting Evidence 01/16/07 

  
Defendant’s Responsive Claim Construction Brief and Supporting 

Evidence 
02/15/07 

  Plaintiffs’ Reply Claim Construction Brief and Rebuttal Evidence 02/28/07 

  
Markman Hearing 

As soon as 

possible 

after 

03/01/07 

 

 Dated this 16th date of August, 2006. 

BY THE COURT: 

 

____________________________ 

David Nuffer 

U.S. Magistrate Judge 
 

1 The Magistrate Judge completed Initial Pretrial Scheduling under DUCivR 16-1(b) and DUCivR 72-2(a)(5).  The 

name of the Magistrate Judge who completed this order should NOT appear on the caption of future pleadings, 

unless the case is separately referred to that Magistrate Judge.  A separate order may refer this case to a Magistrate 

Judge under DUCivR 72-2 (b) and 28 USC 636 (b)(1)(A) or DUCivR 72-2 (c) and 28 USC 636 (b)(1)(B).  The 

name of any Magistrate Judge to whom the matter is referred under DUCivR 72-2 (b) or (c) should appear on the 

caption as required under DUCivR10-1(a). 

1 Counsel must still comply with the requirements of Fed. R. Civ. P. 15(a). 

1 The identity of experts and the subject of their testimony shall be disclosed as soon as an expert is retained or, in 

the case of an employee-expert, as soon as directed to prepare a report.   

1 Any demonstrative exhibits or animations must be disclosed and exchanged with the 26(a)(3) disclosures. 

1 The Special Attorneys Conference does not involve the Court.  Counsel will agree on voir dire questions, jury 

instructions, a pre-trial order and discuss the presentation of the case.  Witnesses will be scheduled to avoid gaps and 

disruptions.  Exhibits will be marked in a way that does not result in duplication of documents.  Any special 

equipment or courtroom arrangement requirements will be included in the pre-trial order. 

1 The Settlement Conference does not involve the Court unless a separate order is entered. Counsel must ensure that 

a person or representative with full settlement authority or otherwise authorized to make decisions regarding 

settlement is available in person or by telephone during the Settlement Conference. 

 



                                                                                                                                                             
1 Counsel must still comply with the requirements of Fed. R. Civ. P. 15(a). 

2 Error! Main Document Only.A party shall disclose the identity of each testifying expert and the subject of 

each such expert’s testimony at least 60 days before the deadline for expert reports from that party.  This disclosure 

shall be made even if the testifying expert is an employee from whom a report is not required..   

3 Any demonstrative exhibits or animations must be disclosed and exchanged with the 26(a)(3) disclosures. 

4 The Special Attorneys Conference does not involve the Court.  Counsel will agree on voir dire questions, jury 

instructions, a pre-trial order and discuss the presentation of the case.  Witnesses will be scheduled to avoid gaps and 

disruptions.  Exhibits will be marked in a way that does not result in duplication of documents.  Any special 

equipment or courtroom arrangement requirements will be included in the pre-trial order. 

5 The Settlement Conference does not involve the Court unless a separate order is entered. Counsel must ensure that 

a person or representative with full settlement authority or otherwise authorized to make decisions regarding 

settlement is available in person or by telephone during the Settlement Conference. 























































































IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF UTAH CENTRAL DIVISION

USA

Plaintiff,      Order Directing Briefing in Advance of

Motion Hearing

    and

      vs. NOTICE OF HEARING

Sang Tang     Case No. 2:06-cr-00353 PGC

Defendant.   

Counsel for the United States is directed to file, ten days in advance of the motion to

suppress hearing set for 09/13/2006 at 10:30 am, a statement of facts that it anticipates will

emerge at the hearing, and cases supporting admission of the challenged evidence. This filing

shall contain, at least, a chronology of events sufficient to permit defense counsel and the Court

to prepare in advance for the factual and legal issues that are likely to emerge at the hearing.

Any videotape or audiotape which the government anticipates will be admitted at the hearing

shall also be submitted in advance, with notice to opposing counsel and to the court as to the

salient portions of the tape.  Counsel for both sides shall meet and confer before the hearing in

an effort to narrow the disputed issues and avoid the summoning of unnecessary witnesses.

Counsel for the defendant may file a response to the filing of the United States two days

in advance of the hearing. If the defendant’s pleading is filed less than five days before the

hearing, the defendant shall hand deliver or fax the pleading to the government and to the court.

Counsel are advised that the Court may, in its discretion, after hearing argument from

counsel, rule from the bench concerning the challenged evidence, if the Court is sufficiently

well advised of the facts and the law.  Counsel on either side may request an opportunity to

submit post-hearing, supplemental briefing on an expedited schedule on unanticipated issues

that arose during the hearing.



By directing this briefing schedule, the Court hopes to facilitate rapid decision on

suppression issues. The Court invites feedback from counsel on the desirability of these

procedures. 

SO ORDERED.

DATED this 16th day of August.

  _______________________________________

  Paul G. Cassell

  United States District Judge



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF UTAH CENTRAL DIVISION

USA 

Plaintiff,      Order Directing Briefing in Advance of

Motion Hearing

    and

      vs. NOTICE OF HEARING

Russell Pikyavit     Case No. 2:06-cr-00407 PGC

Defendant.   

Counsel for the United States is directed to file, ten days in advance of the motion to

suppress hearing set for 09/13/2006 at 9:00 am, a statement of facts that it anticipates will

emerge at the hearing, and cases supporting admission of the challenged evidence. This filing

shall contain, at least, a chronology of events sufficient to permit defense counsel and the Court

to prepare in advance for the factual and legal issues that are likely to emerge at the hearing.

Any videotape or audiotape which the government anticipates will be admitted at the hearing

shall also be submitted in advance, with notice to opposing counsel and to the court as to the

salient portions of the tape.  Counsel for both sides shall meet and confer before the hearing in

an effort to narrow the disputed issues and avoid the summoning of unnecessary witnesses.

Counsel for the defendant may file a response to the filing of the United States two days

in advance of the hearing. If the defendant’s pleading is filed less than five days before the

hearing, the defendant shall hand deliver or fax the pleading to the government and to the court.

Counsel are advised that the Court may, in its discretion, after hearing argument from

counsel, rule from the bench concerning the challenged evidence, if the Court is sufficiently

well advised of the facts and the law.  Counsel on either side may request an opportunity to

submit post-hearing, supplemental briefing on an expedited schedule on unanticipated issues

that arose during the hearing.



By directing this briefing schedule, the Court hopes to facilitate rapid decision on

suppression issues. The Court invites feedback from counsel on the desirability of these

procedures.  THE TRIAL SET FOR  08/21/2006  IS STRICKEN.

SO ORDERED.

DATED this 16th day of August 

  _______________________________________

  Paul G. Cassell

  United States District Judge



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF UTAH

CENTRAL DIVISION

______________________________________________________________________________

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )

)

Plaintiff, )

)

vs. )

)

STEVEB DON NAISBITT, )

)

Defendant. )

Case No.  2:06-CR-441 PGC

ORDER MODIFYING CONDITIONS

OF RELEASE

______________________________________________________________________________

Based upon the motion of Defendant Steven Don Naisbitt, stipulation of the Special Assistant

United States Attorney and the United States Probation Office, and good cause having been shown,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Defendant Steven Don Nasibitt’s conditions of release

to Cornell Correctional Facility be modified to allow him to take a few days off from his work

release to permit him to move the belongings from his home, as directed by Pretrial Services. 

DATED this 17  day of August, 2006.th

B Y  T H E  C O U R T :

______________________________________

SAMUEL ALBA 

United States Magistrate Judge









IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF UTAH CENTRAL DIVISION

USA

Plaintiff,      Order Directing Briefing in Advance of

Motion Hearing

    and

      vs. NOTICE OF HEARING

Leodegario Ortuno-Cardenas     Case No. 2:06-cr-00492 PGC

Defendant.   

Counsel for the United States is directed to file, ten days in advance of the motion to

suppress hearing set for 09/12/2006 at 10:00 am, a statement of facts that it anticipates will

emerge at the hearing, and cases supporting admission of the challenged evidence. This filing

shall contain, at least, a chronology of events sufficient to permit defense counsel and the Court

to prepare in advance for the factual and legal issues that are likely to emerge at the hearing.

Any videotape or audiotape which the government anticipates will be admitted at the hearing

shall also be submitted in advance, with notice to opposing counsel and to the court as to the

salient portions of the tape.  Counsel for both sides shall meet and confer before the hearing in

an effort to narrow the disputed issues and avoid the summoning of unnecessary witnesses.

Counsel for the defendant may file a response to the filing of the United States two days

in advance of the hearing. If the defendant’s pleading is filed less than five days before the

hearing, the defendant shall hand deliver or fax the pleading to the government and to the court.

Counsel are advised that the Court may, in its discretion, after hearing argument from

counsel, rule from the bench concerning the challenged evidence, if the Court is sufficiently

well advised of the facts and the law.  Counsel on either side may request an opportunity to

submit post-hearing, supplemental briefing on an expedited schedule on unanticipated issues

that arose during the hearing.



By directing this briefing schedule, the Court hopes to facilitate rapid decision on

suppression issues. The Court invites feedback from counsel on the desirability of these

procedures.  THE TRIAL SET FOR  09/12/2006  IS STRICKEN.

SO ORDERED.

DATED this 16   day of August th

  _______________________________________

  Paul G. Cassell

  United States District Judge
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 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT   

 FOR THE DISTRICT OF UTAH, CENTRAL DIVISION 

NutraStream International, LLC, a Utah 

limited liability company, 

 Plaintiff and Counter- 

 Defendant, 

 v. 

Casey Choi, an individual, 

 Defendant and 

Counterclaimant. 

 

SCHEDULING ORDER 

 

Case No. 2:06CV00250 TC 

Judge Tena Campbell 

 

Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 16(b), the Magistrate Judge received the Attorneys’ Planning 

Meeting Report filed by counsel.  The following matters are scheduled.  The times and deadlines 

set forth herein may not be modified without the approval of the Court and on a showing of good 

cause. 

**ALL TIMES 4:30 PM UNLESS INDICATED** 

1.  PRELIMINARY MATTERS  DATE

 a. Was Rule 26(f)(1) Conference held?  07/31/06

 b. Has Attorney Planning Meeting Form been submitted?  08/03/06

 c. Was 26(a)(1) initial disclosure completed?  08/15/06

2.  DISCOVERY LIMITATIONS  NUMBER

 a. Maximum Number of Depositions by Plaintiff(s)  20

 b. Maximum Number of Depositions by Defendant(s)  20

 c. Maximum Number of Hours for Each Deposition 

(unless extended by agreement of parties) 

 7
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 d. Maximum Interrogatories by any Party to any Party  As Per Rule

 e. Maximum requests for admissions by any Party to any 

Party 

 As Per Rule 

 f. Maximum requests for production by any Party to any 

Party 

 As Per Rule

3.  AMENDMENT OF PLEADINGS/ADDING PARTIES DATE

 a. Last Day to File Motion to Amend Pleadings  11/01/06

 b. Last Day to File  Motion to Add Parties  11/01/06

4.  RULE 26(a)(2) REPORTS FROM EXPERTS  

 a. Plaintiff  11/15/06

 b. Defendant  12/01/06

 c. Counter reports  12/15/06

5.  OTHER DEADLINES  

 a. Discovery to be completed by:  

    (i)  Fact discovery  11/01/06

    (ii) Expert discovery  01/15/07

 b. Final date for supplementation of disclosures and 

discovery under Rule 26(e) 

 

 c. Deadline for filing dispositive or potentially dispositive 

motions 

 11/01/06

6.  SETTLEMENT/ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION 

 a. Referral to Court-Annexed Mediation Yes 

 b. Referral to Court-Annexed Arbitration No 

 c. Evaluate case for Settlement/ADR on  12/01/06

 d. Settlement probability Fair 

7.  TRIAL AND PREPARATION FOR TRIAL TIME DATE

 a. Rule 26(a)(3) Pretrial Disclosures  

    (i)  Plaintiff  01/26/07

    (ii)  Defendant  02/09/07

 b. Objections to Rule 26(a)(3) Disclosures       

(if different than 14 days provided in Rule) 

 

 c. Special Attorney Conference on or before  02/23/07

 d. Settlement Conference on or before  03/09/07
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 e. Final Pretrial Conference  3:00 p.m. 03/23/07

 f. Trial    Length  

    (i)  Jury Trial   4 days  8:30 a.m. 04/09/07

8.  OTHER MATTERS   

  Counsel should contact chambers staff of the District Judge regarding Daubert and 

Markman motions to determine the desired process for filing and hearing of such 

motions.  All such motions, including Motions in Limine should be filed well in 

advance of the Final Pre Trial.  Unless otherwise directed by the court, any challenge 

to the qualifications of an expert or the reliability of expert testimony under Daubert 

must be raised by written motion before the final pre-trial conference. 

 

 DATED this 16
th

 date of August, 2006. 

 

BY THE COURT: 

 

 

 

____________________________ 

David Nuffer 

U.S. Magistrate Judge 

 
1
 The Magistrate Judge completed Initial Pretrial Scheduling under DUCivR 16-1(b) and 

DUCivR 72-2(a)(5).  The name of the Magistrate Judge who completed this order should NOT 

appear on the caption of future pleadings, unless the case is separately referred to that Magistrate 

Judge.  A separate order may refer this case to a Magistrate Judge under DUCivR 72-2 (b) and 

28 USC 636 (b)(1)(A) or DUCivR 72-2 (c) and 28 USC 636 (b)(1)(B).  The name of any 

Magistrate Judge to whom the matter is referred under DUCivR 72-2 (b) or (c) should appear on 

the caption as required under DUCivR10-1(a). 

1
 Counsel must still comply with the requirements of Fed. R. Civ. P. 15(a). 

1
 The identity of experts and the subject of their testimony shall be disclosed as soon as 

an expert is retained or, in the case of an employee-expert, as soon as directed to prepare a 

report.   

1
 Any demonstrative exhibits or animations must be disclosed and exchanged with the 

26(a)(3) disclosures. 

1
 The Special Attorneys Conference does not involve the Court.  Counsel will agree on 

voir dire questions, jury instructions, a pre-trial order and discuss the presentation of the case.  
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Witnesses will be scheduled to avoid gaps and disruptions.  Exhibits will be marked in a way 

that does not result in duplication of documents.  Any special equipment or courtroom 

arrangement requirements will be included in the pre-trial order. 

1
 The Settlement Conference does not involve the Court unless a separate order is 

entered. Counsel must ensure that a person or representative with full settlement authority or 

otherwise authorized to make decisions regarding settlement is available in person or by 

telephone during the Settlement Conference. 

 

. 



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF UTAH - CENTRAL DIVISION

______________________________________________________________________________

:

MULLINS, et. al. ,  :

:

Plaintiff, : REFERRAL TO ADR

: PROGRAM

         vs. :

: Case No. 2:06cv266 PGC-DON

:

McNEIL CONSUMER & SPECIALTY :

PHARMACEUTICALS, et. al. , :

:

Defendant(s). :

:

______________________________________________________________________________

Based on the parties’ agreement that this case should be referred in the Attorney

Planning Meeting Report (docket no. 19) , the above-entitled matter is hereby referred to the

court-annexed Alternative Dispute Resolution Program for MEDIATION.

Further proceedings in this matter will be governed by the provisions of DUCivR 16-2

and the Court’s ADR Plan.

IT IS SO REFERRED, this 16th_ day of August, 2006.

By   s/David N uffer        

       David Nuffer

       United States Magistrate Judge









IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF UTAH 

THE MILLER FAMILY LIVING TRUST, 

suing individually and derivatively as a 

shareholder of TTR HP, INC. dba as Aero 

Exhaust, a Nevada corporation,  

 

Plaintiff, 

 

v. 

 

TTR, HP, Inc. dba as Aero Exhaust, a 

Nevada corporation, BRYAN 

HUNSAKER, an individual, KENDALL 

WOOLSENHULME, an individual, 

DAVID RICHARDS, an individual, 

STEVEN J. WRIDE, an individual, and 

John Does 1-5.,  

 

Defendants. 

 

 

 

 

SCHEDULING ORDER AND ORDER 

VACATING HEARING 

 

Case No. 2:06cv00345 PGC 

Judge Paul G. Cassell 

 

 

 Pursuant to Fed.R. Civ P. 16(b), the Magistrate Judge Brooke Wells received the 

Attorneys’ Planning Report filed by counsel.  The following matters are scheduled.  The times 

and deadlines set forth herein may not be modified without the approval of the Court and on a 

showing of good cause. 

IT IS ORDERED that the Initial Pretrial Hearing set for October 11, 2006, at 2:30 p.m. 

is VACATED. 

 

1. PRELIMINARY MATTERS         DATE 

 

 

 

a. 

 

Was Rule 26(f)(1) Conference held? 

 

8/8/06 

 

 

 

b. 

 

Has Attorney Planning Meeting Form been submitted? 

 

8/10/06 

 

 

 

c. 

 

Was 26(a)(1) initial disclosure completed? 

 

8/25/06 

 

 

   



2. DISCOVERY LIMITATIONS      NUMBER 

 

 

 

a. 

 

Maximum Number of Depositions by Plaintiff(s) 

 

10 

 

 

 

b. 

 

Maximum Number of Depositions by Defendant(s) 

 

10 

  

c. 

 

Maximum Number of Hours for Each Deposition 

(unless extended by agreement of parties) 

 

7 

  

d. 

 

Maximum Interrogatories by any Party to any Party 

 

25 

 

 

 

e. 

 

Maximum requests for admissions by any Party to any Party 

 

Per Rules 

 

 

 

f. 

 

Maximum requests for production by any Party to any Party 

 

Per Rules 

 

3. 

 

AMENDMENT OF PLEADINGS/ADDING PARTIES
i
  

 

 

 

 

 

a. Last Day to File Motion to Amend Pleadings / Add Parties 

 

Plaintiff: 

12/31/06 

Defendant: 

1/31/07 

 

4. 

 

RULE 26(a)(2) REPORTS FROM EXPERTS  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

a.  Plaintiff 

 

 

 

4/16/07 

 

 

 

b. Defendant 

 

 

 

5/16/07 

 

 

 

c. Counter reports 

 

 

 

5/31/07 

 

5. 

 

OTHER DEADLINES 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

a.         Discovery to be completed by: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

            Fact discovery 

 

 

 

3/30/07 

 

 

 

            Expert discovery 

 

 

 

7/2/07 

   

 b.          Deadline for filing dispositive or potentially dispositive   

             motions 

 

8/3/07 

 

 

 

 

 

 



6. SETTLEMENT/ ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION 

 

 

 

a. 

 

Referral to Court-Annexed Mediation 

  

No 

 
 

 

b. 

 

Referral to Court-Annexed Arbitration 

 

 

 

No 
 
 

 

c. 

 

Evaluate case for Settlement/ADR on 

 

3/30/07 

 

 

 

d. 

 

Settlement probability: 

 

Fair 

 
7. 

 

TRIAL AND PREPARATION FOR TRIAL:   
 

 

 

a. 

 

Rule 26(a)(3) Pretrial Disclosures
ii
  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Plaintiff 

 

 

 

10/26/07 

 

 

 

 

 

Defendant 

 

 

 

11/9/07 

 

 

 

b. 

 

Objections to Rule 26(a)(3) Disclosures       

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

c. 

 

Special Attorney Conference
5
 on or before 

 

 

 

11/23/07 

 

 

 

d. 

 

Settlement Conference
6
 on or before 

 

 

 

12/7/07 

 

 

 

e. 

 

Final Pretrial Conference 

 

3:00 p.m. 

 

12/20/07 

 

 

 

f.      Trial 

 

Length 

 

 

 

Time 

 

Date 

 

 

 

 

 

i.  Jury Trial 

 

5 days 

 

 

 

8:00 a.m. 

 

1/14/08 

       

 
8. 

 

OTHER MATTERS: 

 

 

 

 

 

Counsel should contact chambers staff of the District Judge regarding Daubert 

and Markman motions to determine the desired process for filing and hearing 

of such motions.  All such motions, including Motions in Limine should be 

filed well in advance of the Final Pre Trial.  Unless otherwise directed by the 

court, any challenge to the qualifications of an expert or the reliability of 

expert testimony under Daubert must be raised by written motion before the 

final pre-trial conference. 

 



DATED this 16th day of August 2006. 

 

BY THE COURT: 

 

 

_______________________________ 

Honorable David Nuffer 

      United States Magistrate Judge 

 

 

                                                 

2. Counsel must still comply with the requirements of Fed. R. Civ. P. 15(a). 
4. Any demonstrative exhibits or animations must be disclosed and exchanged with the 26(a)(3) disclosures. 
5. The Special Attorneys Conference does not involve the Court.  Counsel will agree on voir dire questions,  

jury instructions, a pre-trial order and discuss the presentation of the case.  Witnesses will be scheduled to avoid 

gaps and disruptions.  Exhibits will be marked in a way that does not result in duplication of documents.  Any 

special equipment or courtroom arrangement requirements will be included in the pre-trial order. 

6.  The Settlement Conference does not involve the Court unless a separate order is entered. Counsel must 

ensure that a person or representative with full settlement authority or otherwise authorized to make decisions 

regarding settlement is available in person or by telephone during the Settlement Conference.  

 



 

 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

 

DISTRICT OF UTAH 

 

 

LUTRON ELECTRONICS CO., INC. 

 

Plaintiff, 

 

vs. 

 

CONTROL4 CORPORATION 

 

Defendant. 

 

 

 

SCHEDULING ORDER AND  

ORDER VACATING HEARING 

 

 

Case No. 2:06cv00401DAK 

 

Judge Dale A. Kimball 

 

Pursuant to Fed.R. Civ P. 16(b), the Magistrate Judge received the Attorneys’ Planning 

Report filed by counsel.  The following matters are scheduled.  The times and deadlines set forth 

herein may not be modified without the approval of the Court and on a showing of good cause. 

 IT IS ORDERED that the Initial Pretrial Hearing set for October 11, 2006, 1:30 p.m. is 

VACATED. 

 

**ALL TIMES 4:30 PM UNLESS INDICATED** 

1.  PRELIMINARY MATTERS  DATE 

 a. Was Rule 26(f)(1) Conference held?  07/21/06 

 b. Has Attorney Planning Meeting Form been 

submitted? 

 07/31/06 

 c. Was 26(a)(1) initial disclosure completed?  08/04/06 

 



2.  DISCOVERY LIMITATIONS  NUMBER 

 a. Maximum Number of Depositions by Plaintiff(s)  
 

90 hours 

 

 b. 
Maximum Number of Depositions by 

Defendant(s) 
 90 hours 

 c. Maximum Number of Hours for Each Deposition 

(unless extended by agreement of parties) 

 7 hours 

 d. Maximum Interrogatories by any Party to any 

Party 

 25 

 e. Maximum requests for admissions by any Party to 

any Party 

 150 

 f. Maximum requests for production by any Party to 

any Party 

 No limit 

3.  
AMENDMENT OF PLEADINGS/ADDING PARTIES

1
 

DATE 

 a. 
 

Last Day to Amend Pleadings, without a motion 

for leave to amend 

 

 10/27/06 

 b. Last Day to File  Motion to Add Parties  10/27/06 

4.  RULE 26(a)(2) REPORTS FROM EXPERTS  DATE 

 a. Party with burden of proof  
 

15 Days after claim 

construction ruling, 

but not later than 

April 27, 2007.  

Party with the burden 

of proof shall 

designate Expert 

Witnesses (other than 

damages) and submit 

opening Expert 

witness reports. 

 



 b. Party not having burden of proof  
 

45 Days after claim 

construction ruling, 

but not later than 

May 25, 2007.  Party 

without burden of 

proof shall designate 

rebuttal Expert 

Witnesses (other than 

damages) and submit 

rebuttal Expert 

witness reports. 

 c. Plaintiff Damage Expert Reports/Designation  
 

30 Days after claim 

construction ruling, 

but not later than 

May 11, 2007.  

Plaintiff shall 

designate Expert 

Witness for damages 

and submit Expert 

witness report 

regarding damages. 

 

 d. Defendant Damage Expert Reports/Designations  
 

60 Days after claim 

construction ruling, 

but not later than 

June 8, 2007.  

Defendant shall 

designate Rebuttal 

Expert Witness for 

damages and submit 

Rebuttal Expert 

witness report 

regarding damages. 

5.  OTHER DEADLINES  DATE 

 a. Discovery to be completed by:   

  Fact discovery  04/30/07 



  Expert discovery  
 

80 Days after claim 

construction ruling, 

but not later than 

June 28, 2007.  All 

discovery of experts 

shall be completed. 

 

 b. Deadline for filing dispositive or potentially 

dispositive motions 

 06/01/07 

6.  
SETTLEMENT/ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE 

RESOLUTION 
DATE 

 a. Referral to Court-Annexed Mediation: No  

 b. Referral to Court-Annexed Arbitration No  

 c. Evaluate case for Settlement/ADR on  06/01/07 

 d. Settlement probability:  Poor 

7.  TRIAL AND PREPARATION FOR TRIAL TIME DATE 

 a. Rule 26(a)(3) Pretrial Disclosures
2
   

  Plaintiff  
 

8/31/07 

  Defendant  
 

9/14/07 

 b. Objections to Rule 26(a)(3) Disclosures       

(if different than 14 days provided in Rule) 

 
 

 

 c. Special Attorney Conference
3
 on or before  

 

9/28/07 

 d. Settlement Conference
4
 on or before  

 

10/12/07 

 e. Final Pretrial Conference  2:30 p.m. 10/26/07 

 f. Trial    Length   

  i. Jury Trial   10  days  8:30 a.m. 11/5/07 



8.  OTHER MATTERS   

 a. 
 

Where practicable, the parties will produce documents electronically or via CD to 

avoid unnecessary expense and effort.  All documents produced electronically shall 

have each page individually bates numbered.  Where possible, originals will be made 

available for inspection upon request. 

 

 b. 
 

All deposition exhibits will be numbered sequentially, regardless of the identity of the 

deponent or the side introducing the exhibit.  The same numbers will be used in pretrial 

motions and at trial. 

 

 c. 
 

August 30, 2006.  Deadline for parties to submit an agreed protective order to the 

Court, or if the scope of the protective order is in dispute, the parties shall submit 

simultaneous briefs regarding any such dispute. 

 

 d. 
 

September 12, 2006.  Plaintiff shall serve on Defendant its Asserted Claims and 

Preliminary Infringement Contentions. 

 

 e. 
 

October 27, 2006.  Defendant shall serve on Plaintiff its Preliminary Invalidity 

Contentions. 

 

 f. 
 

November 3, 2006.  The Parties shall simultaneously exchange a list of claim terms, 

phrases, and clauses which that party contends should be construed by the Court. 

 

 g. 
 

November 17, 2006, the Parties shall simultaneously exchange their proposed 

construction of each claim term, phrase, or clause identified by either party, along with 

any intrinsic and/or extrinsic support for such construction. 

 

 h. 
 

December 8, 2006, the Parties shall submit to the Court a Joint Claim Construction 

Statement setting forth the Parties’ agreed upon and contested claim terms, phrases, 

and clauses. 

 



 i. 
 

December 20, 2006, the Parties shall simultaneously file briefs in support of their 

respective claim construction. 

 

 j. 
 

January 26, 2006, the Parties shall simultaneously file any responsive brief in 

opposition to the other party’s claim construction. 

 

 k. 
 

The parties request a Markman hearing on claim construction issues as soon as 

practicable after the submission of the claim construction responsive briefs. 

 

 l. 
 

15 days after claim construction ruling, but not later than February 16, 2007.  

Defendant shall elect whether to rely on an opinion of counsel as part of its defense to a 

claim of willful infringement and shall, if Defendant elects to rely on such opinion:  

(1) Produce or make available for inspection and copying the opinion(s) and any other 

documents relating to the opinion(s) as to which that party agrees the attorney-client or 

work product protection has been waived, and (2) Serve a privilege log identifying any 

other documents, except those authored by counsel acting solely as trial counsel, 

relating to the subject matter of the opinion(s) which the party is withholding on the 

grounds of attorney-client privilege or work product protection. 

 Dated this 16th date of August, 2006. 

BY THE COURT: 

 

____________________________ 

David  Nuffer 

U.S. Magistrate Judge 

 

 

 

                                                 
1 Counsel must still comply with the requirements of Fed. R. Civ. P. 15(a). 

2 Any demonstrative exhibits or animations must be disclosed and exchanged with the 26(a)(3) disclosures. 

3 The Special Attorneys Conference does not involve the Court.  Counsel will agree on voir dire questions, jury 

instructions, a pre-trial order and discuss the presentation of the case.  Witnesses will be scheduled to avoid gaps and 

disruptions.  Exhibits will be marked in a way that does not result in duplication of documents.  Any special 

equipment or courtroom arrangement requirements will be included in the pre-trial order. 

4 The Settlement Conference does not involve the Court unless a separate order is entered. Counsel must ensure that 

a person or representative with full settlement authority or otherwise authorized to make decisions regarding 

settlement is available in person or by telephone during the Settlement Conference. 



 

Jay Barnes (9874) 

Bradford D. Myler (7089) 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

1278 South 800 East 

Orem, UT  84097 

Telephone: (801) 225-6925 

Facsimile: (801) 225-8417 

 

 

 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

DISTRICT OF UTAH, CENTRAL DIVISION 

 

      ) 

KIMBERLY STUBBS,   ) 

      ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 

       Plaintiff,   )       2:06-CV-416  

      ) 

   v.    )   

      )  

JO ANNE BARNHART   ) 

CURRENT COMMISSIONER   ) SCHEDULING ORDER 

OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY   )  

ADMINISTRATION,    ) 

      ) 

       Defendant,   ) 

  

  

The Court establishes the following scheduling order: 

 

1. The answer of the Defendant is on file. 

 

2. Plaintiff’s brief should be filed by September 22, 2006. 

 

3. Defendant’s answer brief should be filed by October 23, 2006. 

 

4. Plaintiff may file a reply brief by November 6, 2006. 

 

DATED this 17
th

 day of August, 2006. 

 

   BY THE COURT: 

 

   __________________________________________ 

   United States District Court Judge 



                                                                                                                                             

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF UTAH, CENTRAL DIVISION

                                                                                                                                           

PHILLIP BACA, :

Plaintiff, :

                        

vs. :           SCHEDULING ORDER

    

JO ANNE BARNHART, :        

Commissioner of Social Security, Honorable Ted Stewart

:

Defendant. Case No. 2:06-cv-449

_____________________________________________________________________

This matter is before the Court for scheduling of briefing and argument of this Social

Security appeal.  In order to facilitate the prompt disposition of this case by the

Court, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that, on or before the following dates, the parties shall file

and serve a memorandum setting forth concisely the basis for the affirmance or reversal of the

final decision of the Commissioner, or request for remand under sentence six of 42 U.S.C. §

405(g), and a detailed analysis of the administrative record with pinpoint citations of authorities

in support of the party’s position, and to the administrative record:

PLAINTIFF: October 25, 2006.

COMMISSIONER: November 27, 2006.

PLAINTIFF: December 18, 2006.
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It is further 

ORDERED that a one-hour hearing be held in this matter on January 4, 2006, at 3:00

p.m.  The Court will have already reviewed the file, pleadings, and administrative record prior to

the hearing.  The Court will hear argument of counsel and intends to rule at the close of the

hearing.

 DATED  August 17, 2006.

BY THE COURT:

___________________________________

TED STEWART

United States District Judge
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